\%\ United States Patent and Trademark Office 
m 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 

Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 i 
www.uspto.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 


FILING DATE 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 


ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 


CONFIRMATION NO. 


09/681,306 


03/15/2001 


Thanos Karras 


13033US01 


9546 



23446 7590 01/25/2006 

MCANDREWS HELD & MALLOY, LTD 
500 WEST MADISON STREET 
SUITE 3400 
CHICAGO, IL 60661 



EXAMINER 



BLECK, CAROLYN M 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



3626 

DATE MAILED: 01/25/2006 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 



Office Action Summarv 


Application No. 

09/681,306 


Applicant(s) 

KARRAS ET AL. 


Examiner 

Carolyn M. Bleck 


Art Unit 

3626 





The MAILING DA TE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )E] Responsive to communication(s) filed on 07 November 2005 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-36 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1-36 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d)or (f). 
a)D All b)Q Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3-D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1 ) £3 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5 ) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 7-05) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 01092006 



Application/Control Number: 09/681 ,306 Page 2 

Art Unit: 3626 

DETAILED ACTION 



Notice to Applicant 

1 . This communication is in response to the election filed on 7 November 2005. 
Claims 1-36 are pending. Claims 35-36 are newly added. An IDS has not been entered 
or considered in this case. 



Election/Restrictions 

2. Applicant's election with traverse of claims 1-34 in the reply filed on 7 November 
2005 is acknowledged. The traversal is on the ground(s) that there is not a serious 
burden on the Examiner to examine claims 1-34. This argument is found persuasive 
because claims 1-34 were all classified in class 702, subclass 19 by the previously 
assigned Examiner. Thus, Groups l-V are rejoined, and the restriction requirement is 
withdrawn. Claims 1-36 will be examined on the merits. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 18-20 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 
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(A) As per claims 18 and 19, line 1, "said medical application retriever" lacks proper 
antecedent basis. For purposes of applying prior art, "said medical application retriever" 
is interpreted to be "a data retriever." 

(B) As per claim 20, line 1, "said medical application center" lacks proper antecedent 
basis. For purposes of applying prior art, "said medical application center" is interpreted 
to be "a data center." 

(C) As per claim 26, line 2, "said medical diagnostic information" lacks proper 
antecedent basis. For purposes of applying prior art, "said medical diagnostic 
information" is interpreted to be "medical information." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claims 1,4-5, 9, 11, 13-14, 33-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Evans (5,924,074). 
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(A) As per claim 1 , Evans discloses a medical records system that is accessible to 
remotely located health care providers (Abstract; col. 12 line 55 to col. 13 line 30) 
comprising: 

(a) a point of care system to capture patient data at a point of care, wherein the 
health care provider is able to enter, review, annotate, analyze, and process patient 
data using the point of care system, wherein the patient data that is entered using the 
point of care system is stored in the patient data repository in a patient record (col. 4 
line 64 to col. 5 line 28, col. 6 lines 9-36, col. 16 lines 2-16) (It is noted that entering data 
into a point of care system is considered to be a form of "a data generator for generating 
medical data storable in a data center"); 

(b) at least one point of care system (see the plurality of healthcare providers in 
Fig. 24, 416-420) for accessing and retrieving patient data from the patient data 
repository, wherein the point of care system issues a request for patient data, wherein 
the patient locator receives the request from the point of care system and 
communicates a patient ID (PID) to the data manager which locates the patient record 
using the PID, wherein the data manager delivers the requested data to the point of 
care system (Fig. 24, col. 3 lines 17-23, col. 8 line 61 to col. 9 line 13, col. 9 lines 37-60, 
col. 14 line 64 to col. 15 line 7, col. 18 lines 43-50) (It is noted that the point of care 
system of Evans is considered to be a form of "at least one data retriever"); and 

(c) a patient data repository for storing and organizing patient data for access by 
the point of care system, wherein the point of care systems access the patient data 
repository from any geographical location, wherein for example, a point of care system 
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used by a healthcare provider in Boston is able to access data on a server at Scripps 
Health (Fig. 24, col. 4 line 64 to col. 5 line 7, col. 13 lines 19-30, col. 14 line 64 to col. 15 
line 2, col. 1 6 lines 44-53). 

(B) As per claim 4, Evans discloses the point of care system for accessing data being 
used by a healthcare provider in a healthcare facility, such as a hospital (Fig. 24, col. 5 
lines 12-20, col. 12 line 55 to col. 13 line 30). 

(C) As per claim 5, Evans discloses a point of care system to capture patient data at a 
point of care, such as in a hospital (reads on "health care facility"), wherein the health 
care provider is able to enter, review, annotate, analyze, and process patient data using 
the point of care system, wherein the patient data that is entered using the point of care 
system is stored in the patient data repository in a patient record (col. 4 line 64 to col. 5 
line 28, col. 6 lines 9-36, col. 16 lines 2-16) (It is noted that entering data into a point of 
care system is considered to be a form of "a data generator for generating medical data 
storable in a data center"). 

(D) Claims 9 and 13 repeat the limitations of claim 1 , and are therefore rejected for the 
same reasons as claim 1, and incorporated herein. 

(E) Claims 1 1 and 14 repeat the limitations of claims 5 and 4, and are therefore 
rejected for the same reasons as those claims, and incorporated herein. 
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(F) As per claim 33, Evans discloses a method for remotely accessing patient data 
(Abstract; col. 2 lines 45-64) comprising: 

(a) accessing a patient data repository by a remotely located point of care 
system (i.e., from any geographical location) (Fig. 24, col. 2 lines 45-64, col. 2 line 65 to 
col. 3 line 3, col. 4 line 64 to col. 5 line 28, col. 13 lines 23-30); and 

(b) retrieving patient data from the patient data repository (Fig. 24, col. 3 lines 
17-23, col. 8 line 61 to col. 9 line 13, col. 9 lines 37-60, col. 14 line 64 to col. 15 line 7, 
col. 18 lines 43-50). 

(G) As per claim 34, Evans discloses the step of accessing patient data in the patient 
data repository of the electronic medical records system including providing several 
levels of security to access patient data by using a tiered password system, wherein a 
system administrator may have global password access to any patient data whereas a 
physician may have only access to patient records within their specialty (Fig. 1 , col. 4 
line 64 to col. 5 line 27, col. 15 lines 20-32). It is noted that Evan's tiered password 
system is considered to be a form of "authenticating access to the data center." 

7. Claims 21-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Wood 
etal. (5,891,035). 
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(A) As per claim 21 , Wood discloses an ultrasonic diagnostic imaging system that is 
capable of accessing images and information from internal or external database over 
the Internet (Abstract) comprising: 

(a) an ultrasound system which processes information to form ultrasonic images 
(Fig. 1-3, col. 2 line 60 to col. 3 line 10, col. 10 lines 43-56); 

(b) a hospital information system or radiology information system for storing 
patient and physician data (Fig. 1-3, col. 2 lines 20-50, col. 2 line 60 to col. 3 line 10); 
and 

(c) a modem for connecting to information sources, such as the ultrasound 
system (200) and the hospital information system (HIS) or radiology information system 
(RIS) (500), over the network, wherein patient and physician data is transmitted 
between the ultrasound system and the HIS/RIS, and the HIS/RIS is able to acquire 
information from the ultrasound system (reads on "mobile imaging unit/data center 
communication interface") (Fig. 1-3, col. 2 lines 20-50, col. 9 lines 40-65, col. 10 lines 
44-56). 

(B) As per claim 22, Wood discloses a modem for connecting to information sources, 
such as a ultrasound operator (202) in a practice and the hospital information system 
(HIS) or radiology information system (RIS) (500), over the network, wherein patient and 
physician data is transmitted between the ultrasound operator using a browser and the 
HIS/RIS (Fig. 1-3, col. 2 lines 20-50, col. 2 line 60 to col. 3 line 37, col. 9 lines 40-65, 
col. 10 lines 44-56). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 2, 7-8, and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Evans (5,924,074) as applied to claims 1 and 9 above, and further in view of Wood 
etal. (5,851,186). 

(A) As per claim 2, Evans discloses having data in a patient record captured by the 
point of care system and incorporated from external sources (e.g., a digital x-ray image 
file stored in raster pixel format) (col. 8 lines 29-38). However, Evans fails to expressly 
disclose that the data generator is a mobile imaging unit. 

Wood discloses an ultrasound system accessible by a remotely located personal 
computer, wherein the ultrasound system forms ultrasonic images, which are stored in 
an image store (Fig. 1 , 17, col. 2 line 60 to col. 3 line 20, col. 12 line 66 to col. 13 line 
26, col. 15 lines 23-43). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to include the features of Wood within the system of Evans with 
the motivation of allowing remotely located healthcare providers to access patient data 
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(Evans; col. 1 lines 63-66), including diagnostic data gathered through ultrasound 
systems (Wood; col. 1 lines 52-57). 

(B) As per claims 7 and 8, Evans does not expressly discloses the data generator 
generating medical images and medical reports. 

Wood discloses the ultrasound system generating images and reports (See Fig. 
1, reference numbers 22, 24a-b, Fig. 4-5, col. 2 line 60 to col. 3 line 20, col. 9 lines 54- 
59, col. 10 lines 13-26, col. 15 lines 23-33). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to include the features of Wood within the system of Evans with 
the motivation of allowing remotely located healthcare providers to access patient data 
(Evans; col. 1 lines 63-66), including diagnostic and image data and reports gathered 
through ultrasound systems (Wood; col. 1 lines 43-57). 

(C) Claim 10 repeats the limitations of claim 2, and is therefore rejected for the same 
reasons as claim 2, and incorporated herein. 

10. Claim 3 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Evans (5,924,074) as applied to claims 1 and 13 above, and further in view of Wood et 
al. (5,891,035). 
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(A) As per claim 3, Evans discloses the point of care system for accessing data being a 
desktop computer, laptop computer, or wireless pen computer (Fig. 24, col. 13 lines 12- 
15). 

Evans fails to expressly disclose the data retriever comprising a mobile imaging 

unit. 

Wood discloses an ultrasound system having direct access through a browser to 
pull ultrasound images, diagnostic images, or other patient and physician data located 
on other systems (Fig. 2, col. 2 lines 20-49, col. 8 lines 57-65, col. 9 line 65 to col. 10 
line 22). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to include the 
features of Wood within the system of Evans with the motivation of providing a system 
operator with the ability to pull remotely located information into an ultrasound system to 
aid in an examination (Wood; col. 1 lines 30-41). 

(B) Claim 15 repeats the same limitations as claim 3, and is therefore rejected for the 
same reasons as claim 3, and incorporated herein. 

1 1 . Claims 6, 1 2, and 1 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Evans (5,924,074) as applied to claims 1, 9, and 13 above, and further in view of 
Rothschild et al. (6,678,703). 
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(A) As per claim 6, Evans fails to expressly disclose the data center being an 
application service provider (ASP). 

Rothschild discloses a medical image management system that uses a central 
data management system to store and transmit electronic records containing medical 
images, wherein the central data management system is an ASP (Abstract, Fig. 1, col. 6 
lines 17-21, col. 19 lines 20-31, col. 19 lines 48-58, col. 21 lines 9-16). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to include the 
features of Rothschild within the system of Evans with the motivation of reducing the 
costs associated with maintaining image management facilities onsite by providing an 
application service provider that is able to manage the medical images off site and 
without a large capital expenditure on computer hardware or software (Rothschild; col. 4 
lines 51-63; col. 7 lines 38-67). 

(B) Claims 12 and 16 repeat the same limitations as claim 6, and are therefore rejected 
for the same reasons as claim 6, and incorporated herein. 

12. Claims 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Applicant's Background of the Invention (pages 1-4 of the specification filed on 3/15/01) 
in view of Rothschild et al. (6,678,703). 

(A) As per claim 17, Applicant's Background of the Invention discloses a remotely 
accessible application service provider (ASP) system (page 2, par. 5) comprising: 
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(a) a data center including at least one application, said data center including 
computing power for accessing applications (pages 2-3, par. 5-6); and 

(b) remote clients that are able to retrieve data from the remote data center via a 
communications medium such as the Internet or a private network, and wherein the 
ASP may deliver applications such as email systems, resource planning systems, 
customer relationship management systems, human resource management systems, 
and proprietary applications to remote clients (pages 2-3, par. 5-7). 

The Applicant's Background of the Invention does not expressly disclose the 
application being "at least one medical application" or that the data retriever accesses 
the output of medical applications. 

Rothschild discloses downloading software programs (reads on "applications") 
from a website associated with the central data management system or ASP and 
running the programs on a personal computer, wherein these software programs are 
used to view, display, and manipulate received medical images (col. 17 line 58 to col. 
18 line 7, col. 21 lines 8-12, col. 24 lines 4-37). It is noted that viewing, displaying, and 
manipulating medical images via software programs is considered to be a form of 
"accessing the output of the medical application." 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to include the features of Rothschild within the system described 
in Applicant's Background of the Invention with the motivation of providing a means for 
all radiologists and referring doctors to view images regardless of if they have viewing 
software on their personal computers (see Rothschild; col. 24 lines 5-23). 



Application/Control Number: 09/681,306 
Art Unit: 3626 



Page 13 



(B) As per claim 18, Rothschild discloses the local image workstation connected to the 
medical imaging system (reads on "mobile imaging unit") having local ASP software 
from the ASP (Fig. 1, col. 27 line 60 to col. 28 line 31), wherein the local image 
workstation is able to directly access images from their own local image workstation or 
access images in the central storage system (Fig. 1, col. 28 line 52 to col. 29 line 4), 
and wherein viewing the images is done through software downloaded from the central 
data management system (col. 24 lines 5-28). It is respectfully submitted that because 
a local image workstation connected to a medical imaging system is able to view their 
own images or access images in the central storage system, and in order to view the 
images viewing software is downloaded from a central system, it appears that 
Rothschild teaches a form of a mobile imaging unit accessing output (the images") from 
a medical application (software downloaded). The motivation for including the features 
of Rothschild within the system described in Applicant's Background of the Invention is 
given above in claim 17, and incorporated herein. 

(C) As per claim 19, Rothschild discloses radiologists, referring doctors, and image 
centers downloading software (reads on "healthcare facility") (col. 17 line 58 to col. 18 
line 7, col. 21 lines 8-12, col. 24 lines 4-37). 

The motivation for including the features of Rothschild within the system 
described in Applicant's Background of the Invention is given above in claim 17, and 
incorporated herein. 
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(D) As per claim 20, Applicant's Background of the Invention discloses the ASP may 
host, maintain, and deliver (reads on "storing") applications such as email systems, 
resource planning systems, customer relationship management systems, human 
resource management systems, and proprietary applications (reads on "administrative 
applications") to remote clients from the ASP's off-site data center (pages 2-3, par. 5-7). 

13. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wood et 
al. (5,891,035) as applied to claim 21 above, and further in view of Evans (5,924,074). 

(A) As per claim 23, Wood does not expressly disclose an authentication module for 
authorizing access to the data center from at least one of the healthcare facility and the 
mobile imaging unit. Evans discloses accessing (reads on "retrieving") and updating 
patient data in the patient data repository (reads on "storing") of the electronic medical 
records system including authorizing health care providers and providing several levels 
of security to access patient data by using a tiered password system, wherein a system 
administrator may have global password access to any patient data whereas a 
physician may have only access to patient records within their specialty (Fig. 1 , col. 4 
line 64 to col. 5 line 27, col. 14 line 64 to col. 15 line 7, col. 15 lines 20-32). It is noted 
that Evan's tiered password system is considered to be a form of "an authentication 
module for authorizing access to the data center." At the time the invention was made, 
it would have be have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include the 
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features of Evans within the method of Wood with the motivation of ensuring the 
security of patient data (Evans; col. 15 lines 20-32). 

1 4. Claims 24-32 and 35-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Evans (5,924,074) in view of Rothschild et al. (6,678,703). 

(A) As per claim 24, Evans discloses a method for storing patient data in a patient data 
repository that is accessible from any geographic location (col. 2 line 45 to col. 3 line 3) 
comprising: 

(a) capturing patient data using a point of care system at the point of care of a 
patient and communicating over a network, such as the Internet (Fig. 24) the patient 
data to patient data repository (It is noted that capturing and communicating patient data 
over a network to the patient data repository is considered to be a form of "transmitting 
medical information") (Fig. 1 , col. 2 line 65 to col. 3 line 23, col. 5 line 64 to col. 6 line 
27, col. 12 line 54 to col. 13 line 56); and 

(b) storing the patient data at the patient data repository (Fig. 24, col. 4 line 64 to 
col. 5 line 7, col. 13 lines 19-30, col. 14 line 64 to col. 15 line 2, col. 16 lines 44-53). 

Evans fails to expressly disclose "a mobile imaging unit" transmitting the 
information to the data center. Rothschild discloses a medical imaging system (10) that 
pushes medical images to the central data management system (Fig. 1, col. 18 lines 28- 
55). 
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At the time the invention was made, it would have be have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to include the features of Rothschild within the method of 
Evans with the motivation of providing immediate electronic delivery and convenient, 
economic storage of radiologic and other medical images in a location that is accessible 
over the Internet (Rothschild; col. 1 lines 28-31, col. 2 lines 1-7). 

(B) As per claims 25 and 27, Evans discloses that accessing (reads on "retrieving") and 
updating patient data stored in the patient data repository (reads on "storing") of the 
electronic medical records system includes authorizing health care providers and 
providing several levels of security to access patient data by using a tiered password 
system, wherein a system administrator may have global password access to any 
patient data whereas a physician may have only access to patient records within their 
specialty (Fig. 1, col. 4 line 64 to col. 5 line 27, col. 14 line 64 to col. 15 line 7, col. 15 
lines 20-32). It is noted that Evan's tiered password system is considered to be a form 
of "authenticating access to the data center." 

(C) As per claim 26, Evans discloses at least one point of care system (see the plurality 
of healthcare providers in Fig. 24, 416-420) for accessing and retrieving patient data 
from the patient data repository, wherein the point of care system issues a request for 
patient data, wherein the patient locator receives the request from the point of care 
system and communicates a patient ID (PID) to the data manager which locates the 
patient record using the PID, wherein the data manager delivers the requested data to 
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the point of care system (Fig. 24, col. 3 lines 17-23, col. 8 line 61 to col. 9 line 13, col. 9 
lines 37-60, col. 14 line 64 to col. 15 line 7, col. 18 lines 43-50). 

(D) As per claim 28, Evans discloses a method for storing patient data in a patient data 
repository that is accessible from any geographic location (col. 2 line 45 to col. 3 line 3) 
comprising: 

(a) capturing patient data using a point of care system at the point of care of a 
patient and communicating over a network, such as the Internet (Fig. 24) the patient 
data to patient data repository (It is noted that capturing and communicating patient data 
over a network to the patient data repository is considered to be a form of "transmitting 
medical information") (Fig. 1 , col. 2 line 65 to col. 3 line 23, col. 5 line 64 to col. 6 line 
27, col. 12 line 54 to col. 13 line 56); and 

(b) retrieving patient data from the patient data repository at a point of care 
system located in a hospital (Fig. 24, col. 3 lines 17-23, col. 5 lines 12-20, col. 8 line 61 
to col. 9 line 13, col. 9 lines 37-60, col. 14 line 64 to col. 15 line 7, col. 18 lines 43-50). 

Evans fails to expressly disclose "a mobile imaging unit" transmitting the 
information to the data center. Rothschild discloses a medical imaging system (10) that 
pushes medical images to the central data management system (Fig. 1 , col. 18 lines 28- 
55). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have be have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to include the features of Rothschild within the method of 
Evans with the motivation of providing immediate electronic delivery and convenient, 
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economic storage of radiologic and other medical images in a location that is accessible 
over the Internet (Rothschild; col. 1 lines 28-31, col. 2 lines 1-7). 

(E) As per claim 29, Evans discloses a system for communication between a point of 
care system and a health care facility (Fig. 24) comprising: 

(a) a point of care system for capturing patient data, such as patient history and 
results of an examination useful for making a diagnosis (reads on "medical diagnostic 
information") at the point of care of a patient and communicating over a network, such 
as the Internet (Fig. 24), the patient data to the patient data repository (It is noted that 
capturing and communicating patient data over a network to the patient data repository 
is considered to be a form of "transmitting medical diagnostic information") (Fig. 1 , col. 2 
line 65 to col. 3 line 23, col. 5 line 64 to col. 6 line 27, col. 12 line 54 to col. 13 line 56); 

(b) a patient data repository for receiving annotated and updated patient data 
from the point of care system, storing the patient data, and communicating the patient 
data over a network (Fig. 12, 24, col. 4 line 64 to col. 5 line 7, col. 13 lines 19-30, col. 
14 line 64 to col. 15 line 2, col. 16 lines 44-53); and 

(c) a health care facility, such as a healthcare provider in Boston, for accessing 
patient data from the patient data repository (Fig. 24, col. 13 lines 23-30). 

Evans fails to expressly disclose "a mobile imaging unit" transmitting the 
information to the data center. Rothschild discloses a medical imaging system (10) that 
pushes medical images to the central data management system (Fig. 1 , col. 18 lines 28- 
55). 
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At the time the invention was made, it would have be have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to include the features of Rothschild within the method of 
Evans with the motivation of providing immediate electronic delivery and convenient, 
economic storage of radiologic and other medical images in a location that is accessible 
over the Internet (Rothschild; col. 1 lines 28-31, col. 2 lines 1-7). 

(F) As per claim 30, Rothschild discloses a website associated with the central data 
management system having programs that are capable of being downloaded (reads on 
"capable of storing medical applications") (col. 17 line 58 to col. 18 line 7, col. 21 lines 8- 
12, col. 24 lines 4-37). The Examiner respectfully submits that if these programs are 
downloadable from a website associated with the central data management system, 
they would also be "capable of being executed by the servers associated with the 
central data management system (Fig. 1, col. 21 lines 9-17, col. 17 line 58 to col. 18 line 
7, col. 21 lines 8-12, col. 24 lines 4-37). The motivation for including the features of 
Rothschild within the system described in Applicant's Background of the Invention is 
given above in claim 29, and incorporated herein. 

(G) As per claim 31 , Rothschild discloses the local image workstation connected to the 
medical imaging system (reads on "mobile imaging unit") having local ASP software 
from the ASP for performing their role in integrating the storage and communication of 
images using workflow software (Fig. 1 , col. 27 line 60 to col. 28 line 31), wherein the 
local image workstation is able to directly access images from their own local image 
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workstation or access images in the central storage system (Fig. 1, col. 28 line 52 to col. 
29 line 4), and wherein viewing the images is done through software downloaded from 
the central data management system (col. 24 lines 5-28). It is respectfully submitted 
that because a local image workstation connected to a medical imaging system has its 
own local ASP software, this is considered to be a form of "executing medical 
applications via said data center." The motivation for including the features of 
Rothschild within the system described in Applicant's Background of the Invention is 
given above in claim 29, and incorporated herein. 

(H) As per claim 32, Rothschild discloses downloading software programs by a 
radiologist, imaging center, or referring doctor from a website associated with the 
central data management system or ASP (reads on "data center") and running the 
programs on a personal computer, wherein these software programs are used to view, 
display, and manipulate received medical images (col. 17 line 58 to col. 18 line 7, col. 
21 lines 8-12, col. 24 lines 4-37). The motivation for including features of Rothschild 
within Evans is given above in claim 29, and incorporated herein. 

(I) As per claim 35, Evans discloses analyzing patient data patient records stored in the 
patient data repository via the point of care system (reads on "health care facility"), 
wherein the point of care system is remote from the patient data repository (Fig. 24, col. 
4 line 64 to col. 5 line 28). 
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(J) As per claim 36, Evans discloses organizing and storing patient data from a plurality 
of geographic locations at the patient data repository using a point of care system in a 
hospital, wherein the patient is able to access and update patient information stored in 
the patient data repository (Fig. 24, col. 2 line 45 to col. 3 line 16, col. 14 line 64 to col. 
15 line 7). 

Conclusion 

1 5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
Applicant's disclosure. The cited but not applied prior art teaches a computer-aided 
diagnosis system for medical use (5,235,510), a radiological image interpretation 
apparatus and method (5,655,084), ultrasonic diagnostic imaging system with electronic 
message communications capability (5,897,498), computer-based medical image 
distribution system and method (6,260,021), and method and system for consolidating 
and distributing information (6,915,265). 

1 6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Carolyn Bleck whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
6767. The Examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, 8:00am - 5:30pm, 
and from 8:30am - 5:00pm on alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Thomas can be reached at (571) 272-6776. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



17. Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Or faxed to: 

(571 ) 273-8300 [Official communications] 

(571 ) 273-8300 [After Final communications labeled "Box AF"] 

(571 ) 273-6767 [Informal/ Draft communications, labeled 

"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"] 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to the Knox Building, Alexandria, VA. 



Carolyn NLBIeck 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 3626 
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